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NEW FEDERATION POLITICAL PARTIES 


Psenunienstaly 800 persons, from 35 states, attended a “New Party Rally” in Chicago on the 
evening of October 24, 1959. This rally was the final session of a three-day meeting sponsored by 
Kent Courtney, publisher of The Independent American, 7314 Zimple Street, New Orleans 18, 
Louisiana — for the purpose of seeing whether there is a genuine interest in establishing a new 
political party in America. 


This gathering proved that there is a wide, deep, and determined demand for a political party 
to represent American constitutional principles. Plans for translating the demand into action ap- 
pear sound. 


The Chicago group formed an Independent American Federation of State Parties. The aim 
is to form 50 independent state-wide political parties — each party to call itself by whatever name 
the people of that state decide upon, and to operate within the state in a way that seems feasible 
and sensible in the state. 


In some states, political constitutionalists who are in revolt against the international socialism 
of both republican and democrat parties, may feel that the new party must be a full-fledged politi- 
cal organization offering voters a full slate of candidates. In other states — particularly in the 
south — where people feel it inadvisable or impractical to run candidates for Congress and state 
officers on a new patty ticket, the independent party will concentrate on getting its electors on the 
ballot for the 1960 presidential elections; and then, at the state level, it will function as a political 
action group to support acceptable republicans or democrats who may be candidates for the various 
offices of Congressman, Senator, Governor. 


Concerted national effort will be devoted to getting a party of independent Americans quali- 
fied and on the ballot with presidential electors in every state prior to the 1960 elections. 


This plan evolved from experience with failure in former years. In 1956, for example, Ameri- 
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can conservatives did not decide to try to run 
T. Coleman Andrews and Thomas Werdell for 
President and Vice President until late August — 
after republicans and democrats had already 
proven that the old parties would give the voters 
no choice on fundamental issues. At great per- 
sonal sacrifice, Andrews and Werdell accepted 
the patriots’ draft to run; but, by then, it was too 
late to get their names on the ballot in most states. 


The plan of the Independent American Federa- 
tion of State Parties is to reverse this procedure: 
get on the ballots in all states first; and then, next 
spring and summer, after it is again thoroughly 
proven that republicans and democrats will 
offer no real choice in Presidential and Vice Presi- 
dential candidates, the independent parties can 
seek out some real American of national stature — 
guaranteeing that he will be on the ballot and will 
at least have a fighting chance. 


The original organizing committee which 
formed the Independent American Federation of 
State Parties at Chicago on October 23 and 24, 
1959, was composed of 20 persons from 12 dif- 
ferent states: California, Louisiana, Michigan, Ne- 
vada, New Jersey, Ohio, Pennsylvania, South 
Carolina, South Dakota, Tennessee, Texas, Wyom- 
ing. 

Elected officers of the organizing committee are: 

1. Chairman, Kent Courtney, publisher of The 
Independent American, New Orleans. 


2. Vice-Chairman, Dr. Medford Evans, an off- 
cer of the States Rights Party of Lousiana. 


3. Treasurer, A. G. Heinsohn, owner of Chero- 
kee Textile Mills, Sevierville, Tennessee. 


This Organizing Committee is temporary, with 
temporary national headquarters at 7314 Zimple 
Street, New Orleans 18, Louisiana. All funds are 
under control of the treasurer and on deposit in a 
Tennessee bank, with records available for audit. 


The temporary organizing committee of the In- 
dependent American Federation of State parties 
will automatically go out of existence when 13 
state parties have joined the Federation. 


At that time, delegates from the 13 members 
of the federation will meet in convention to elect 
new, permanent officers, to establish permanent 
national headquarters, and to formulate plans for 
immediate expansion of the federation to embrace 
all states. 


Redspsndect state parties will qualify for ad- 
mission to the federation by getting on the ballot 
in their states with presidential electors pledged 


to support the stated principles and purposes of , 


the federation. 


For full details about the Independent Ameri- 


can Federation of State Parties, please write the™ 


Chairman at New Orleans. 


A TALE OF TWO ANIMALS 


I took no part in planning, conducting, or financing 
the October 22-24 new party meeting at Chicago—had 
nothing to do with it, except to speak at the final ses- 
sion on Saurday night, October 24. The audience im- 
pressed me deeply. There were men and women who 
had never been to such a meeting before: bankers, pro- 
fessional men, housewives, laborers — Americans of all 
kind from everywhere, who know the two old political 
parties are mere factions of a great political combine 
which is dragging our nation into insolvency and loss 
of national independence. Those Americans who were 
at Chicago are ready for total, uncompromising poli- 
tical effort to reestablish the American constitutional 
republic. 

In answer to requests — and with apologies to sub- 
scribers who have already seen some of the material — 
I reprint here the speech I made at the New Party Rally 
in Chicago on October 24. 


The desire for a political party to give voice and 
hope to Americans who want to restore the great 
American constitutional republic in all its splen- 
dor — this desire has no cleavage along lines of 
color or of creed or of section. It burns in the 
hearts of all kinds of Americans in all parts of 
the nation. 


iniscenes and republicans and new-dealers and 
dynamic-modern-conservatives have talked so 
much about the importance of a two-party system 
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that I believe in it. 


That is not the brightest article of my faith: Re- 
storing the Constitution as the charter of govern- 
ment which limits and controls the actions of all 
elected and appointed federal officials — that is 
what I want. But as a convenient political means 
of reaching this goal, I do advocate a two-party 
system. 


THE DONKEPHANT 


W. already have two powerful political organ- 
izations — symbolized by the donkey and the ele- 
phant. There was a time when these animals grazed 
in different pastures, and slept in different barns; 
but early in the present age of togetherness, they 
started sleeping in the same place: they got in- 
tegrated. 


Rienthadading of the donkey and the elephant 
produced a strange creature: it is so equal on both 
ends that no man can tell which end makes what 
noise. Both ends trumpet and bray at the same 
time. 


A study of this mutation is interesting. After 
years of gradual change, there was a rush to com- 
pletion of the process. As late as November, 1952, 
you could still—if you looked closely — dis- 
tinguish two different creatures. There was still 
an elephant — of sorts; and still a donkey — of 
sorts. By 1956, it was irretrievably one: an ele- 
phonkey; or perhaps, a donkephant, since the 
bloodline of the ass does seem dominant. 


Let me illustrate: 
PROMISE AND PERFORMANCE 


L., its 1952 platform, the Republican Party said: 


“We shall eliminate from the State Depart- 
ment, and from every federal office, all, where- 
ever they may be found, who share responsibility 
for the needless predicaments and perils in which 
we find ourselves.” 


B, 1956, republicans had made some changes 
in the State Department: they had fired two anti- 


bra Rare 


les Public Library 


Social Sciences and Education 


communists (Bryton Barron and Dr. Dozier). 


Under Truman, the American public was be- 
ginning to realize that communists and their sym- 
pathizers held levers of power in Washington and 
were influencing high-level decisions detrimental 
to the best interests of America. Hence, under 
Truman, a powerful anti-communist movement 
had developed — powerful enough to elect Eisen- 
hower and Nixon on their promise to turn the 
rascals out. 


Before their first term ended, the Eisenhower- 
Nixon administration had virtually destroyed 
organized anti-communism in America. 


0. the subject of federal aid to education, 
republicans in their 1952 platform said: 


“The responsibility for sustaining . . . popular 
education has always rested upon the local com- 
munities and the States. We subscribe fully to 
this principle.” 


General Eisenhower, 1952 republican presi- 
dential candidate, was on record as saying that 
people who recommend federal aid to education 
are extravagant, dishonest, and ‘“‘really more dan- 
gerous to our form of government than any extern- 
al threat that can possibly be arrayed against us.” 


By August, 1959, President Eisenhower had 
recommended more federal aid to education than 
all other American Presidents combined. 


The 1952 Republican Party platform said: 


“Teheran, Yalta and Potsdam were the scenes 
of ... tragic blunders . . . . The government of 
the United States, under Republican leadership, 
will repudiate all commitments contained in 
secret understanding such as those at Yalta which 
aid Communist enslavements . . . . (The republi- 
can) program will mark the end of the negative, 
futile and immoral policy of ‘containment’ which 
abandons countless human beings to a despotism 
and godless terrorism which in turn enables the 
rulers to forge the captives into a weapon for our 
destruction.” 


I, 1953, the republican State Department pre- 
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pared for the Senate a resolution which expressed 
approval of commitments Roosevelt made at Yalta. 
The resolution was so bad that the republican con- 
trolled Senate couldn’t stomach it! 


In the summer of 1955, President Eisenhower, 
at Geneva, instituted “cultural exchanges” with 
the Soviets—a program, financed by American tax- 
payers, which has been a rich blessing to Soviet 
propaganda and espionage activities. 


Eisenhower's grinning amiability toward the 
Soviet dictators at Geneva in 1955; his help to 
them in suppressing rebellions in their slave em- 
pire in 1956; and his act of homage to them in 
1959 when he invited Khrushchev to America — 
have done as much damage as any of the Roose- 
velt-Truman deals which the 1952 republican plat- 
form condemned. 


Every time the red bear either growls or grins, 
republicans — who denounced democrats for sum- 
mit meetings — themselves go leaping from sum- 
mit to summit — like frightened mountain goats! 


l. July, 1952, the Republican Party platform 
said: 

“We shall see to it that no treaty or agreement 
with other countries deprives our citizens of the 
rights guaranteed them by the Federal Consti- 


tution.” 


I. July, 1953, the republican-controlled Senate, 
under pressure from the republican president, rati- 
fied the Status of Forces Treaty which did deprive 
American soldiers “‘of the rights guaranteed them 
by the Federal Constitution.” 


I: their 1952 platform, republicans said: 


“We shall always measure our foreign commit- 
ments so that they can be borne without endan- 
gering the economic health or sound finances of 
the United States... 


“Our goal is a balanced budget, a reduced na- 
tional debt . . . and a cut in taxes.” 


B, 1959, President Eisenhower had accumu- 
lated more and bigger deficits than his predeces- 


sor, and the national debt was the only big thing 
we had up in the stratosphere. 


The nation worried about inflation — caused 
by government spending and deficit financing; but 
President Eisenhower threatened to call Congress 
back into special session if it did not give him 
all the foreign aid his budget requested. 


With the remarkable agility of a man straddling 
two horses simultaneously galloping off in op- 
posite directions, the President justified his for- 
eign aid budget as necessary to fight Khrushchev’s 
communism, while he was — at the same time — 
arranging to receive Khrushchev in America as 
an honored guest. 


THE TASK IS ONE 


Whereas the 1952 republican platform took is- 
sue with some democrat programs and promised 
to change them, the 1956 republican platform was 
identical in philosophy, and practically in detail, 
with the democrats’ platform. 


The domestic programs of democrats and re- 
publicans in 1956 — as spelled out in their official 
platforms — promised to do everything for “the 
people” — except leave them alone! 


On foreign policy: republicans in 1956 claimed 
that President Eisenhower had conducted the Tru- 
man-Acheson-Marshall policy better than Truman- 
Acheson-Marshall ever did. 


eR bitter about this claim, were shrill 
in insisting that democrats could administer demo- 
crats’ policies better than republicans could. The 
1956 democrat platform sputtered angrily through 
fifteen long paragraphs about how badly Eisen- 
hower had conducted the democrats’ foreign poli- 
cy; and then running out of invective, it concluded 
with the sentence that summed up the entire strug- 
gle between the two parties in 1956: 


“This is a task for Democrats.” 


RB oublicens insisted it was a task for repub- 
licans. The task is the same. 
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The Democratic Party has repudiated every- 
thing it used to stand for — in order to gain the 
support of socialists, labor czars, big city bosses, 
and minority groups. Republicans, having lacked 
the daring and initiative to pioneer in such po- 
litical wizardry, have stolen the democrats’ plat- 
form. 


The two parties, standing for the same philoso- 
phy of government, are not real rival parties: they 
are rivals merely for political power, guided not 
by the Constitution but by demands of organized 
minority groups. 


WHAT ABOUT AMERICANS? 


Meanwhile. millions of Americans who do not 
want special favoritism have no party to represent 
them. 


If you think it wrong for government to give 
hundreds of millions of American tax dollars to 
increase industrial production in foreign lands 
which — because of our aid and their lower taxes 
and other production costs— are undermining 
American industrial strength by capturing our 
foreign markets and even a significant portion of 
our domestic markets; 


If you think it is suicidal policy to maintain 
American troops in foreign lands where they 
would be useless as defenders of their own country 
if the Soviets should strike us in the only way they 
could — with a combination of air and submarine 
power; 


If you think it reckless folly to deploy the cream 
of American land forces abroad for the defense of 
Europe, where they would be anihilated without 
support from the French, who have given un- 
mistakable proof that they would not support us; 


If you know that these “mutual security” pro- 
grams — which can bring only disaster to our 
nation — are so costly that we do not have enough 
left over for the kind of scientific research and 
continental defense that might protect America; 


If you think, as I do, that all these policies are 
bad for America, what political party will you 
turn to? 


l; you think America must depend on her own 
strength for survival, rather than depend on a 
chain of mutual defense pacts and collective se- 
curity alliances which is just as weak as the weak- 
est link in the chain — you cannot find a home in 
either major political party. 


The leaders of both parties are internationalists 
who — though they insist on saddling Americans 
with the crushing burden of supporting and de- 
fending the rest of the world — contend that 
America is too weak to stand alone. 


Ll: you believe that repeal of the income-tax 
amendment is the only way to make politicians get 
off our backs and keep their hands out of our 
pockets — what political party represents you? 


PARTY REALIGNMENT 


l; all Americans who believe in the American 
revolutionary ideal of individual, God-given hu- 
man liberty under a government of carefully lim- 
ited powers — if all such Americans were gath- 
ered politically in a party which stands squarely 
and honestly on the principles and literal mean- 
ing of the Declaration of Independence and the 
Constitution, they would be so strong that all the 
International-socialist-new-fair-deal-modern-repub- 
lican-economic-humanists who now own the two 
big old political organizations would have to con- 
solidate in order to survive. 


We would then have a two-party political sys- 
tem. 


Mina you: I'm not talking about party realign- 


ment. Neither am I saying that that couldn't be 
done. 


All of you who are so concerned about the fate 
of America that you are here tonight — most of 
you at great personal expense and trouble — all 
of you have met the doubting-thomases who know 
the two old parties stand for the same thing and 
that we should, therefore, have a real second party 
— a new party. But they say it can’t be done. 


They say politics is the art of the practical, and 
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the only practical thing is to work for party-re- 
alignment: that is, shake the international-social- 
ists out of the Republican Party and line them up 
in the Democratic Party, and shake the constitu- 
tional conservatives out of the Democrat Party and 
line them up in the Republican Party. That would 
take a heap of shaking; but I’m not saying it 
couldn’t be done. To a significant degree, it was 
done — recently. 


Who do you think elected General Eisenhower 
in 1952? Republicans? There weren’t that many! 


We do know that many left-wing democrats 
helped Eisenhower get the nomination so that 
Taft or MacArthur wouldn’t get it; but we also 
know that, after General Eisenhower got the nom- 
ination, millions of real constitutional, Jeffersonian 
democrats — even in the solid south — realigned 
their party affiliation and voted republican. 


This party realignment the genuine Jeffer- 
sonian democrats leaving their old party to vote 
republican — was the decisive factor in the 1952 
general elections. Why did such a character as 
Wayne Morse change party labels from republi- 
can to democrat? This was party-realignment. 


The party-realignment of 1952-53 was not total 
or clean-cut; it was not precisely what the party-re- 
aligners dream about; but it was party-realignment 
to a signnificant degree. It did prove that party 
realignment is possible. 


l. also proved that the results are worthless. 
How can you realign scrambled eggs — or scram- 
bled eggheads? Well, maybe you can; but the 
result will be an unwholesome mess. 


How could anything have been messier than 
the most conspicuous result of party realignment 
which elected Eisenhower in 1952: the payment of 
a political debt which placed one of nature's 
most unfortunate mistakes in the office of Chief 
Justice of the Supreme Court of the United States? 


Repsiidicend had roundly castigated the pro- 
communists and new-deal socialists and political 
hacks whom Roosevelt and Truman put on the 


Supreme Court. 


Of the present Earl Warren court, a majority 
was appointed by the republican President. Did 
any group of men, anywhere, at any time, in re- 
corded history, ever do more damage to their own 
country than the Earl Warren Court has done? 


SUPPORTING EVIL 


Many American conservatives are so accustomed 
to defeat that they never have the courage to try 
for victory: they are willing to compromise, even 
before the battle begins, for the lesser of two 
or more evils. Hence, they are always supporting 
someone whom they themselves regard as evil. 


This will happen again in 1960 if something 
isn’t done to head it off. American conservatives 
will be supporting Richard Nixon. Because they 
really think Nixon is a conservative? 


No! They'll support Nixon because all possi- 
ble democrats and all other possible republicans 
smell worse than Nixon. What does this prove? 
That we must be jubilant about stench? 


Every literate person in America ought to know 
that four or eight years of Nixon would be exactly 
like four or eight years of Rockefeller, or of John 
Kennedy, or of Adlai Stevenson, or of Lyndon 
Johnson or of Stuart Symington. How do we know 
this? I said literate. By that, I mean people who 
can and will read. 


0. October 19, 1959 —a news story on page 
51 M of The New York Times contained these 


three paragraphs, 7n English: 


“The National Broadcasting Company, which 
has had no luck in getting Governor Rockefeller 
to appear on a television program, is having no 
trouble with Vice President Richard M. Nixon, 
who will appear on two shows only two days 


“In his first appearance, Vice President Nixon 
will pay tribute to a traditional Democrat, Mrs. 
Franklin D. Roosevelt. . . . 

“In addition to Mrs. Roosevelt, Mr. Nixon will 
share the hour with still another distinguished 
Democrat, former President Harry $. Truman.” 
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That was five days ago. Seven and a half years 
ago—in the spring of 1952—U.S. News and 
World Report published a series of interviews 
with republican and democrat hopefuls for the 
vice-presidential nomination: John Sparkman, 
Earl Warren, Richard Nixon, and so on. In his 
interview, Nixon advocated more domestic so- 
cialism and more internationalism in foreign poli- 
cy than Earl Warren did! 


Lincoln said you can’t fool all the people all 
the time. Maybe not. But many manage to keep 
themselves addled. 


GETTING TOGETHER 


Atmose every week, I get a plea from someone 
who wants me, and Dean Manion, and Kent 
Courtney and John Flynn, and all the others to 
stop our independent efforts and join as one — to 
get out only one publication and one broadcast. 


They want to end all the committees for con- 
stitutional government and For America groups, 
and Organizations for Repeal of Income Tax — 
and amalgamate them all into one group. They 
say this is being practical. We can be practically 
sure that if we all get under one tent, someone 
will pull down the tent pole. 


More than that: we are ‘adividualists, working 
for a rebirth of individualism. 1 have no desire 
to be a collectivist. lf I had to shave a little off 
my honest convictions to write and broadcast 
under the control of some centralized board of 
directors, or if the others had to shave off a little 
of their opinions to be sure of pleasing me — the 
publication and broadcasts which we thus col- 
lectively produced would be nothing but shavings: 
a pot-pourri of inoffensive, and worthless, state- 
ments. 


The sincere Americans who want us al! to inte- 
grate as one, so that they won't have so many pub- 
lications to subscribe to, or so many broadcasts 
to listen to, or so many organizations to support 
—do they really believe that the wounds of the 
Republic can be covered with one bargain-size 


band-aid ? 


Is the cause of Liberty too expensive? If it is, 
we're wasting our time. 


The left side has thousands of publications with 
millions of subscribers; hundreds of radio-tv 
broadcasts for which they find commercial spon- 
sors, or free time, or organized civic support; tens 
of thousands of different organizations — but we 
should be limited to one? We need to expand not 
retrench. 


The multiplied thousands of organizations and 
publications and foundations on the left all man- 
age — even when seeming to run around in their 
own circle —to follow the same lodestar. Folks 
on our side would do the same thing — if they 
had the lodestar. 


If some group — even a small group — of able 
and substantial Americans were to announce, as 
a group, that they were pledging their lives, their 
fortunes, and their sacred honor to support some 
outstanding American constitutionalist for Presi- 
dent in the 1960 elections — no matter how slim 
the opinion formers might think his chances, and 
no matter what choices the democrats and re- 
publicans might offer— what do you suppose 
would happen? 


Why, all the little parties and groups and pub- 
lications on our side would be fired with renewed 
zeal to grow, to reach out: to crusade in the holy 
cause of restoring the great pillars of freedom in 
this Republic! 


Let's be practical? All right. The most practi- 
cal political remark I ever heard was made by 
Dean Clarence E. Manion: 


“The American eagle cannot continue to fly 
on two left wings!” 


There's something so practical that every one 
in America can understand it. There is a clarion 
call! 


BIRTH OR RESURRECTION 


T. my practical friends who talk of expediency, 
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and who often manoeuvre themselves into sup- 
porting strange characters and doing odd things 
in the name of political strategy —let me say a 
special word: 


Most of us here tonight are bush-leaguers in the 
game of political expediency. The big-leaguers 
in this game are democrats and republicans. They 
are experienced experts, and we will never beat 
them at their own game. 


Let them play their game out there in left-field 
— while we try something new and refreshing: 
Let us raise a standard to which honorable, free 
men can repair. 


We have little to lose by trying. We have a 
great deal to lose by not trying. It would be a 
stupendous undertaking; but if it were not, it 
would not be worth the effort of noble men and 
women. 


Gince we all agree that something must be 
done and since one major disagreement among 
us is over the choice between party-realignment 
and a new party: I want to add a final word on 
that. 


Insofar as supporting American constitutional 
principles is concerned, both old parties are dead. 
Hence, if we realign them, we'll also have to 
resurrect one of them. Our choice, then, is really 


between giving birth to a new party, and resurtect- 
ing a dead one. 


It is universally recognized that giving birth — 
while said to be painful — és within the realm of 
human possibility. 


Resurrecting the dead is, I believe, exclusively 
within the domain of God. 


The early American struggle for freedom seems 
simpler and more colorful than our current prob- 
lems. The enemy wore red coats. No one had any 
trouble recognizing ‘reds’ in those days. And it 
wasn't hard to figure out what to do about them: 
bushwhacking them along the march back from 
Lexington green was an obvious and exciting 
thing to do. 


The midnight ride of Paul Revere; the rattling 
sound of musket fire; the wild cavalry charge! 
Ah, yes, we'd know how to fight for freedom that 
way. But how can lone individualists fight in the 
great battle of our times, against an invisible, un- 
identifiable, all-powerful something? 


The early American patriots did not choose 
their battleground or their enemy or their weap- 
ons. They just fought the battle that was theirs 
with what they had. 


It is for us to find our weapons, fitting our time 
and need. 


WHO IS DAN SMOOT? 


Dan Smoot was born in Missouri. Reared in Texas, he attended SMU in Dallas, taking BA and MA degrees 


from that university in 1938 and 1940. 


In 1941, he joined the faculty at Harvard as a Teaching Fellow in English, doing graduate work for the de- 
gree of Doctor of Philosophy in the field of American Civilization. 


In 1942, he took leave of absence from Harvard in order to join the FBI. At the close of the war, he stayed 


in the FBI, rather than return to Harvard. 


He served as an FBI Agent in all parts of the nation, handling all kinds of assignments. But for three and a 
half years, he worked exclusively on communist investigations in the industrial midwest. For two years following 
that, he was on FBI headquarters staff in Washington, as an Administrative Assistant to J. Edgar Hoover. 

After nine and a half years in the FBI, Smoot resigned to help start the Facts Forum movement in Dallas. As 
the radio and television commentator for Facts Forum, Smoot, for almost four years spoke to a national audience 


giving both sides of great controversial issues. 


In July, 1955, he resigned and started his own independent program, in order to give only one side — the 
side that uses fundamental American principles as a yardstick for measuring all important issues. 

If you believe that Dan Smoot is providing effective tools for those who want to think and talk and write on 
the side of freedom, you can help immensely by subscribing, and encouraging others to subscribe, to The Dan 


Smoot Report. 
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